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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 November 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)|EI This action is non-final. 

* 3)D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Request For Continued 
Examination (RCE) filed 07 Nov. 2006. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-12, 14, and 15 are pending in this case. Claims 1, 6, and 11 
are independent claims. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. $ince this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 07 Nov. 
2006 has been entered. 

Applicant Response 

4. In Applicant's Response dated 07 Nov. 2006, Applicant amended claims 1 , 6, 
and 1 1 , and argued against all rejections previously set forth in the Office Action. 
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Specification 

5. The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or 
other form of browser-executable code. Applicant is required to delete the embedded 
hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 608.01 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-12, 14, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Silva et al. (hereinafter "Silva"), US 6,976,210 B1 provisional 
filed 8/31/1999. 

Regarding independent claims 1, 6, and 11, Silva discloses extracting one or a 
plurality of partial documents from the first documents according to locations of the first 
documents on the Internet and ranges of the partial documents to be extracted in fig. 2, 
6-8, col. 5 line 22 - col. 8 line 21 , and col. 1 1 line 35 - col. 1 2 line 3. Silva discloses 
wherein the locations of the first document and the ranges of the partial document to be 
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extracted are described by the specific markup language and included in the second 
document in col. 9 lines 16-26. Silva discloses that the markup expression for 
extracting the partial documents is stored in the Web view composite display document. 
Silva discloses inserting the partial documents extracted by the extracting step into the 
second document to generate a document structure containing original document 
structures of the first and second documents according to insertion positions of the 
partial documents on the second document in fig. 2, 6-8, and col. 8 line 66 - col. 9 line 
15. Silva discloses wherein the insertion positions are described by the specific markup 
language in the second document in col. 9 lines 16-26. Silva discloses converting the 
document structure generated by the inserting step into a desired document structure 
according to ranges of the second document to be converted including the partial 
documents inserted by the inserting step and identification information of a file 
describing a conversion rule for converting the document structure into the desired 
document structure, the ranges of the second document to be converted and the 
identification information described by the specific markup language and included in the 
second document in fig. 2, col. 7 line 16 - col. 8 line 14, and col. 9 lines 16-26. Silva 
teaches that the parser can correct, or convert, the tag structure into the desired 
structure in col. 7 lines 47-52. Therefore Silva teaches converting a current document 
structure into a desired document structure. 

Regarding dependent claims 2, 7, and 12, Silva discloses wherein the second 
document is described by using at least a tag for describing the locations of the first 
documents on the Internet and the ranges of the partial documents to be extracted in 
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fig. 2 and col. 5 line 22 - col. 8 line 14. Silva discloses wherein the second document is 
described by using at least a tag for describing specifying the insertion positions of the 
partial documents on the second document in fig. 2 and col. 8 line 66 - col. 9 line 1 5. 

Regarding dependent claims 4, 9, and 14, Silva discloses using at least a tag 
for specifying the ranges for which the document structure of the second document is to 
be converted and describing the identification information of the file describing the 
conversion rule in fig. 2, col. 5 line 65 - col. 6 line 29, col. 7 line 16 - col. 8 line 14, and 
col. 9 lines 16-26. 

Regarding dependent claims 5, 10, and 15, Silva discloses wherein the second 
document is described by Extensible Markup Language (XML), and when the first 
documents are not described by the XML, the extracting step extracts the partial 
documents from the first documents after converting the first documents into a 
description format according to the XML in col. 7 line 16 - col. 8 line 14. 

Note 

8. It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the reference should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See, MPEP 2123. 
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Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 07 Nov. 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues Silva et al. fails to teach or suggest "... the locations of the first 
document and the ranges of the partial documents to be extracted ... included in the 
second document, " "... the insertion positions ... included in the second document" and 
"... the ranges of the second document to be converted and the identification information 
... included in the second document, " as recited in Claim 1. 

The Examiner disagrees. 

Silva teaches a Web view manager, which provides the user with the ability to 
specify how the resulting information from the source Web pages will be physically 
arranged in the browser (col. 5, lines 3-. 27). The Web view is a set of Web clippings 
each derived for a source Web page. The Web view is a set of Web clippings each 
derived for a source Web page. Silva teaches the Web view (second document) may 
be specified such as specifying the XY coordinates (insertion position) of where the 
information within the clipping is to be placed. A default layout can also be specified in 
which the system determines the best fit to place the Web clipping in the Web view (coL 
9, lines 1 -.15). Silva further teaches that by parsing the displayed page (first document), 
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the parser generates a document object model of the source Web page in which 
elements are uniquely identifiable (identification information). Through the GUI, the user 
can select the parsed elements from the document object model tree that is to be 
included in the second document. Since the document object model elements are 
uniquely identifiable in a Web page, the selected expression can use the document 
object model address to define which corresponding piece of the Web page that is to be 
extracted by the extractor. The Examiner interprets the Web view display as the second 
document. 

It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the reference should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See, MPEP 2123. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James J. Debrow whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5768. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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